WHITMAN

your friendly and sympathetic word, or with equal
composure he did without it.

I remember culling upon him shortly after Swin-
burne's fierce onslaught upon hint had been pub-
lished,, some time in the latter part of the eighties.
I was curious to see how Whitman took it, but I
could not discover either in word or look that he
was disturbed a particle by it. lie spoke as kindly
of Swinburne as ever. If he was pained at all, it
was on Swinburne's account and not on hi.s own.
It was a sad spectacle to see a man retreat upon
himself as Swinburne had done. In fuel 1 think
hostile criticism, fiercely hostile, gave Whitman
nearly as much comfort; as any other. Did it not
attest reality ? Men do not brace themselves against
shadows. Swinburne's polysyllabic rage showed
the force of the current, he was trying to stem.
As for Swinburne's hydroeephalie muse,-1 do not
think Whitman took any interest in it from the
first.

Self-reliance, or self-trust, is one of the princi-
ples Whitman announces in his "Laws for Crea-
tions." He saw that no first-class work in passible
except it issue from a man's deepest, most radical
self.

"What clo you suppose creation is?
What do you suppose will satiMfy the soul but to walk free

and own no superior?
What do you suppose I would mtirtmte to you in & him-,
